Adam M. Croom Spanish slurs and stereotypes for Mexican-Americans in the USA: A context-sensitive account of derogation and appropriation Peyorativos y estereotipos para los Mexicano-Americanos en EE. UU.: Una consideración contextual del uso despectivo y de apropiación Abstract: Slurs such as spic, slut, wetback, and whore are linguistic expressions that are primarily understood to derogate certain group members on the basis of their descriptive attributes (such as their race or sex) and expressions of this kind have been considered to pack some of the nastiest punches natural language affords. Although prior scholarship on slurs has uncovered several important facts concerning their meaning and use –including that slurs are potentially offensive, are felicitously applied towards some targets yet not others, and are often flexibly used not only derogatorily to convey offense towards out-group members but also non-derogatorily to convey affiliation with ingroup members– the literature remains largely focused on slurs that typically target African Americans (nigger), male homosexuals (faggot), and sexually active females (slut). Since no account of slurs that typically target Hispanics or Mexican-Americans has so far been proposed, here I offer the first systematic and empirically informed analysis of these that accounts for both their derogatory and appropriative use. Importantly, this article reviews over a dozen Spanish stereotypes and slurs and explains how the descriptive attributes involved in a stereotype associated with a slur can contribute to the predication of certain content in the application of that slur toward its target in context. This article further explains how the psychological effects of stereotype threat and stereotype lift can be initiated through the application of a relevant slur towards its target in context as well. Keywords: slurs, appropriation, stereotype lift, stereotype threat  Adam M. Croom: University of Pennsylvania, E-Mail: croom@sas.upenn.edu soprag 2014; 2(2): 145–179 Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM Resumen: Las expresiones peyorativas tales como spic ('spic'), slut ('zorra'), wetback ('espalda mojada') y whore ('puta') son expresiones lingüísticas que se entienden principalmente para minusvalorar ciertos miembros de un grupo sobre la base de sus atributos descriptivos (como la raza o el sexo). Se ha considerado que las expresiones de este tipo conllevan algunos de los puñetazos más desagradables que el lenguaje natural puede proporcionar. Aunque la literatura especializada sobre expresiones peyorativas ha descubierto varios hechos importantes en cuanto a significado y uso –entre los que se incluyen que tales expresiones son potencialmente ofensivas, apuntan efectivamente hacia unos objetivos pero no hacia otros, y con frecuencia se utilizan con flexibilidad no sólo despectivamente para ofender a miembros por fuera de un grupo, sino que también de forma no despectiva para afiliar con miembros dentro de un mismo grupo–, tal literatura sigue centrada en gran medida en las expresiones peyorativas que típicamente apuntan contra los afroamericanos (nigger 'negro'), los homosexuales varones (fagot 'maricón'), y las mujeres sexualmente activas (slut 'zorra'). En tanto que no se ha propuesto al momento dar cuenta de expresiones peyorativas dirigidas contra hispanos o mexicano-americanos, en este trabajo se ofrece el primer análisis sistemático y empíricamente informado de tales expresiones, tanto en sus usos despectivos y de apropiación. Es importante destacar que en este artículo se revisan más de una docena de estereotipos y expresiones peyorativas en español, además de explicar cómo los atributos descriptivos que participan de un estereotipo asociado con una difamación pueden contribuir a la predicación de determinados contenidos en la aplicación de esa expresión hacia su objetivo en contexto. Asimismo, en este artículo se explica cómo comienzan los efectos psicológicos de la amenaza estereotipada y el realce estereotipado cuando se emplea una expresión peyorativa relevante contra un objetivo en contexto. Palabras clave: peyorativos, amenaza estereotipada, realce estereotipado DOI 10.1515/soprag-2014-0007 1 Introduction Slurs such as spic, slut, wetback, and whore are linguistic expressions that are primarily understood to derogate certain group members on the basis of their descriptive attributes (such as their race or sex) and expressions of this kind 146  Adam M. Croom Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM have been considered to pack some of the nastiest punches natural language affords.1 Tirrell (1999) for one points out in "Derogatory Terms" that these kind of "derogatory terms are rich with their own history and reflect (in some sense) the history of the community in which they have meaning, and [that] they are profoundly normative" (Tirell, 1999, p. 42; cf. Tirrell, 1998, 2012). So it is not altogether surprising then that previously published research on slurs has focused largely on the projection behavior of their derogatory force across various linguistic contexts, including those involving questions (cf. McCready, 2010, p. 7–8), negations (cf. McCready, 2010, p. 7–8; Croom, 2011, p. 345; Blakemore, 2014), conditionals (cf. McCready, 2010, p. 9; Croom, 2011, p. 345), belief reports (cf. Hom, 2008, p. 422; Blakemore 2014), modal operators of tense and possibility (cf. McCready, 2010, p. 7–8; Blakemore, 2014), indirect reports (cf. Hom, 2008, p. 424–426; Capone, 2013, p. 177–181), elided phrases (cf. Potts et al., 2009, p. 357–361), and identity conditions (cf. Hom, 2008, p. 421–422; Potts et al., 2009, p. 357–361; Croom, 2011, p. 352).2 Yet it would be unrealistic to suppose that most competent users of natural language come to understand the potential offensiveness of slur-use through a series of systematic tests on their projection behavior. Neither is it realistic to suppose that most competent users of natural language come to understand the potential offensiveness of slur-use through a scholarly study of Latin etymology or dictionary definitions. Rather, it is more realistic to suppose that most competent users of natural language come to understand the potential offensiveness of slur-use through the testimony of others reporting, or even being directly involved in, actual occasions of slur-use in natural language discourse, including occasions of verbal threating and physical violence (cf. Fitten, 1993; Heller, 2010; Koestler, 2010; Gates, 2012; Ashby, 2013; Thompson, 2013a; Gunderson, 2014; Harrington, 2014; Jackson, 2014; Seiler, 2014). So one basic fact about slurs that has distinguished them from other more purely descriptive expressions in the literature is that they are  1 Please note that throughout this article I will only be mentioning rather than using slurs. Here I submit that we simply acknowledge at the outset that we are non-prejudice scholars of language and accordingly carry on with our linguistic analysis of the relevant examples for the purpose of being as clear and accurate as possible. 2 An example of a negated statement involving a slur that typically targets Mexican Americans includes "Tino is no nigger; he's a spic" (Anderson & Lepore, 2013, p. 29, my emphasis), an example of a disjunctive statement involving a slur that typically targets Mexican Americans includes "Either Fred is a spic, or he is not" (Anderson & Lepore, 2013, p. 35, my emphasis), and an example of an indirect report involving a slur that typically targets Mexican Americans includes "John rather offensively said that Jim is a spic" (Anderson & Lepore 2013, p. 29, my emphasis). Spanish slurs and stereotypes for Mexican-Americans in the USA  147 Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM among the most potentially offensive linguistic expressions natural language affords.3 Although a slur qua slur is generally considered capable of targeting and offending others, a particular slur does not offend or felicitously apply to all targets equally. Instead, it is by virtue of the fact that slurs are commonly understood to felicitously apply to some targets yet not others that language-users are able to systematically distinguish between relatively broader categories of slurs (for example, that the racial slur spic can be aptly distinguished from the sexual slur slut) as well as how speakers are able to systematically distinguish between relatively narrower categories of slurs (for example, that the racial slur spic can be aptly distinguished from the racial slur chink) within those broader categories. Prior research on slurs has correctly noted that there are actually a wide variety of slur expressions in natural language that target groups members on the basis of different attributes, including gender, immigrant status, nationality, race, religion, sexual orientation, and many others (Anderson & Lepore, 2013, p. 25). So another basic fact about slurs that distinguishes them from other more purely expressive or generally pejorative expressions is that they are commonly understood to felicitously apply to some targets yet not others (Henderson, 2003; Cupkovic, 2014).4 Although several scholars writing on slurs have expressed the view that "No matter the context of conversation, the use of a slur is offensive and expresses contempt" (Hedger, 2013, p. 238; cf. Embrick & Henricks, 2013), it is also important to remain cognizant of the fact that other first-person reports from ingroup speakers have now made it clear that slurs are often flexibly employed such that they may also, at least in some restricted contexts, be used non-derogatorily to convey affiliation among in-group members. Moreover, recent empirical studies from the social sciences have also shown that slurs are often flexibly employed such that they may also, at least in some restricted contexts, be used non-derogatorily to diminish the derogatory force that the slur had originally carried (cf. Johnson, 2009; Croom, 2011, p. 355; Rahman, 2012; Croom, 2013, p. 200; Galinsky et al., 2013; Bartlett et al., 2014; Beaton & Washington, 2014;  3 Cf. adequacy condition 1 of 9 on p. 426 in Hom (2008), adequacy condition 3 of 6 on p. 355 in Croom (2011), and adequacy condition 3 of 7 on p. 200 in Croom (2013). 4 Cf. adequacy condition 2 of 6 on p. 355 in Croom (2011) and adequacy condition 2 of 7 on p. 200 in Croom (2013). Note also that although the expressions property and feature are often used in the extant literature to identify that which can be ascribed to individuals (for example, race, sex, and so on), here I try to use the expression attribute instead since it does not seem to suggest as strongly that what is being ascribed to these individuals is something that the individual is actually endowed with. For one can be commonly attributed x even though one does not actually possess x as a genuine feature or property. 148  Adam M. Croom Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM Bianchi, 2014, p. 36; Croom, 2014a, p. 236–239). Bianchi (2014) for instance points out that "targeted members or groups may appropriate their own slurs for non-derogatory purposes, in order to demarcate the group, and show a sense of intimacy and solidarity" (Bianchi, 2014, p. 37) and Johnson (2009) further explains that many teens and comedians, among others, "are doing what linguists call "melioration" – reclaiming a word meant to sting by removing its barb" (p. 1). Concerning slurs for Mexican Americans more specifically, Arellano (2010) reports that the expression pachuco is "a slur against Mexican youth during the 1940s that was eventually appropriated by them and turned into the iconic zoot suit-wearing chuco suave" (p. 1) and Ratliff (2008) similarly reports that the expression "guachos is a common epithet [or slur] in Argentina that can be used disparagingly or admiringly" (p. 199–200, my emphasis). So yet another basic fact about slurs that must be accounted for is that they are often flexibly employed and of potential use, not only derogatorily to convey offense towards out-group members, but also non-derogatorily to convey affiliation with in-group members, or to weaken the derogatory force that the slur had originally communicated.5 Although prior scholarship on slurs has uncovered several important facts concerning their meaning and use –including that slurs are potentially offensive, are felicitously applied towards some targets yet not others, and are often flexibly used not only derogatorily to convey offense towards out-group members but also non-derogatorily to convey affiliation with in-group members– the literature remains largely focused on slurs that typically target African Americans (nigger), male homosexuals (faggot), and sexually active females (slut). This has left the case of slurs that typically target Mexican Americans largely neglected (cf. Hom, 2008; Potts, et al. 2009; Hom, 2010; McCready, 2010; Hom, 2012; Hedger, 2013; Hom & May, 2013; Whiting, 2013). Since no account of slurs that typically target Mexican-Americans has so far been proposed, here I offer the first systematic and empirically informed analysis of these that accounts for both their derogatory and appropriative use.6 Importantly, this article reviews over a dozen Spanish stereotypes and slurs and explains how the descriptive attributes involved in a stereotype associated with a slur can contribute to the  5 Cf. adequacy condition 7 of 9 on p. 428 in Hom (2008), adequacy condition 4 of 6 on p. 355 in Croom (2011), and adequacy condition 6 of 7 on p. 200 in Croom (2013). 6 Note that in this article I will primarily be using the expression Mexican American instead of Hispanic or Latino since Rodriguez (2014) recently reported that, although ""Hispanic" and "Latino" are often used interchangeably and aim to describe the same group of people [...] within Hispanic communities in the United States, most people identify with their country of origin and often use hyphens to represent their loyalties to both cultures: like "Mexican-American"" (cf. Passel & Taylor, 2009; CNN, 2014; Rodriguez, 2014). Spanish slurs and stereotypes for Mexican-Americans in the USA  149 Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM predication of certain content in the application of that slur toward its target in context. This article further explains how the psychological effects of stereotype threat and stereotype lift can be initiated through the application of a relevant slur towards its target in context also. But before we carefully consider face-threatening acts and the paradigmatic derogatory use of slurs in section 3, stereotypes and stereotypical attributes in section 4, family resemblance concepts and category membership in section 5, and the appropriation of slurs in section 6, let us first turn to briefly review some common slurs for Mexican Americans in the next section. 2 Spanish slurs Although no general account of slurs for Mexican Americans has so far been proposed in the literature, there are in fact a large number of such slurs that would be useful to become familiarized with and better understand. Some of the most common slurs that have been used to target Mexican Americans, for example, include (i) the slur brazer, which originated in Chicago, Illinois and was derived from the expression bracero or fieldworker, (ii) the slur cheddar, which originated in Denver, Colorado and was derived from the expression ranchero or farmer, (iii) the slur chicali, which originated in Coachella Valley, California and was derived from the expression mexicali, (iv) the slur chook, which originated in McAllen, Texas and was derived from the expression pachuco, (v) the slur fronchis, which originated in El Paso, Texas and was derived from the expression frontera chihuahua, (vi) the slur mojarra, which originated in Dallas, Texas and was derived from the expression mojado or wetback, (vii) the slur paisa, which originated in American prisons and was derived from the expression paisano or countryman, (viii) the slur TJ, which originated in Oxnard, California and was derived from the expression Tijuana, (ix) the slur wab, which originated in Orange County, California and was derived from the expression went across border, and (x) the slur webber, which originating in East Los Angeles, California and was derived from the expression wetback (cf. Arellano, 2010; Arellano, 2012; Valdes, 2000, p. 162–163; Davis, 2001, p. 38).7  7 At least this is what has been reported in what little scholarly research exists on the origins of these expressions. Other slurs and epithets that typically target Mexican Americans include beaner, bronc, bully, chopa/chopita, greaser, jagger, pepper belly, roach coach, and taco bender, although the place of origin and etymology for many of these expressions remain uncertain (cf. Arellano, 2010; Arellano, 2012). The reader is also referred to Beaton and Washington (2014) for 150  Adam M. Croom Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM With regard to the slur mojado or wetback, Gerber (2013) reports that "The term, originally coined after Mexicans illegally entered the U.S. by swimming or wading across the Rio Grande, evolved to include a broader group of immigrants who snuck into the country on foot or in cars" and that "Everyone seems to agree that the English version of the term is highly offensive to Latinos when others use it" (cf. Koestler, 2010; Fain & Horn, 2011, p. 216; Matthews, 2014; Whitaker, 2014). The perceived offensiveness of this slur is also evidenced by the fact that Mel Gibson was reportedly dropped by his agency, William Morris Endeavor Entertainment, over a scandal where he had been recorded using the slur wetback during a threat he directed towards his (now ex-) wife (cf. Heller, 2010)8 as well as the fact that Republican Congressman Donald Young "prompted a firestorm in social media and brought a swift reaction from lawmakers on both sides of the political aisle" for referring to workers on his family farm as wetbacks (cf. Associated Press, 2013; Avila, 2013; Cubias, 2013; Dunham, 2013; Fox News Latino, 2013; Gentilviso, 2013).9 Another common slur for Mexican Americans is spic. As defined by The American Heritage Dictionary of the English Language (2009) the slur spic is "a derogatory word for a person from a Spanish-speaking country in South or Central America or a Spanish-speaking community in the U.S." and Merriam-Webster's Dictionary further notes that "The word spic is very offensive. Do not use this word" (cf. Sherring, 2012). In fact, some writers such as Gonzalez (2012) have even expressed the view that "It's NEVER OK to call ANYONE a "spic"!" Furthermore, the perceived offensiveness of this slur is also evidenced by the fact that the Bridgeport Police Hispanic Society demanded the resignation of Assistant Police Chief James Nardozzi for allowing a college professor to repeatedly use the slur spic to refer to Mexican Americans during an ethics training session for sergeants and lieutenants (cf. Ocasio, 2013) as well as the fact that Miss Universe Dayana Mendoza charged comedian Lisa Lampanelli's use of the slur spic towards her as "degrading [to] an entire Spanish culture" (cf. Gratereaux, 2012; Huffington Post, 2012a). So here it is clear that the Spanish slurs spic and wetback are similar to other slurs that have been previously studied –  a discussion on the slur favelado, as well as to Cashman (2012) for a discussion of the slurs puto, marica, joto, and maricon (p. 56). 8 In reference to one of the staff members working at his (now ex-) wife's house, Mel Gibson said, "I will fire her if she is at your house [...] I'll report her to the fucking people that take fucking money from the wetbacks" (cf. Heller, 2010; Radar Online, 2010). To hear a clip of the audio recording cf. Radar Online (2010). 9 Donald Young claimed: "My father had a ranch. We used to have 50 or 60 wetbacks to pick tomatoes" (cf. Associated Press, 2013; Avila, 2013; Cubias, 2013; Dunham, 2013; Fox News Latino, 2013; Gentilviso, 2013). Spanish slurs and stereotypes for Mexican-Americans in the USA  151 Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM including slurs that typically target African Americans (nigger), male homosexuals (faggot), and sexually active females (slut)– in that these linguistic expressions are all commonly understood to be potentially offensive expressions that felicitously apply towards some targets yet not others. Now in order to better understand the meaning or use of slurs that typically target Mexican Americans, it is useful to consider the kinds of violent acts of discrimination against Mexican Americans that have often accompanied the derogatory use of these slurs. Consider for instance that according to the FBI, 534 hate crimes were perpetuated against Mexican Americans in 2012 (Thompson, 2013a), that Anthony Santoscoy was targeted with slurs against Mexican Americans before being shot to death in Rialto, California on 8 November 2013 (Thompson, 2013a), and that Luis Ramirez was targeted with slurs against Mexican Americans before being brutally beaten to death in Shenandoah, Pennsylvania on 12 July 2008 (Amaya, 2009). As a consequence of violent slur-involved events of this kind, the repercussions for using slurs against Mexican Americans remain severe. For example, Hector Benavides was arrested for targeting police officers with slurs against Mexican Americans on 3 May 2013 (Ashby, 2013), the Oregon Bureau of Labor and Industries ordered the owner and employee of a California company to pay $200,000 to two other employees for creating a threatening environment at work through the use of slurs against Mexican Americans (Gunderson, 2014), and police consultant Brian Young was arrested for targeting former state Assembly worker Monica Miranda with slurs against Mexican Americans in a racist email (cf. Harrington, 2014; Seiler, 2014; Dicker, 2012).10 Fitten (1993) has accordingly argued that slurs like wetback and spic should be considered "fighting words" since they have often been used to initiate violence and carry out hate crimes (p. 1), and Jeshion (2013) likewise proposes that "Slurring terms are used as weapons in those contexts in which they are used to derogate an individual or group of individuals to whom the slur is applied or the socially relevant group that the slur references" (p. 237, my emphasis; cf. Hall, 2006, p. 136). After considering in this section the various ways that the use of slurs has often been implicated in verbal threats, physical violence, and hate-fueled homicide, it should be clearer now why slurs more generally, as well as for Mexican Americans more particularly, have been considered by many to pack some of the nastiest punches natural language affords. The next section will now turn to address how it is that slurs are able to do the kind of dirty work that they do.  10 Brian Young wrote: "You are nothing but a worthless 3rd world non american piece of garbage [...] Do us all a favor. Take your spic family and that unborn welfare addict in your gut and go the [expletive] back to mexico!" (cf. Harrington, 2014; Seiler, 2014; Dicker, 2012). 152  Adam M. Croom Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM 3 Face threating acts and the paradigmatic derogatory use of slurs Acquiring practical knowledge and developing a command over the use-conditions of expressions commonly exchanged with others in society is of great practical importance, and language-users typically learn the norms governing the differential use-conditions for various linguistic expressions during their socialization into a linguistic community (cf. Ochs & Schieffelin, 1984; Garrett & Baquedano-Lopez, 2002; Croom, 2013, p. 183; Liu, 2014). Jay (2009) has pointed out, for example, that prohibitions on taboo words are often reinforced during child-rearing practices. In several studies focusing on slurs, Croom (2011, 2013) has further suggested that descriptive expressions like male and female are commonly used and understood to be most apt for neutrally picking out public items of the shared inter-subjective or objective world, that expressive expressions like fuck and yikes are commonly used and understood to be most apt for expressing one's own heightened (positive or negative) emotional state, and that slur expressions like slut and chink are commonly used and understood to be most apt for typically targeting certain members on the basis of their descriptive attributes (such as their race or sex) in order to derogate, offend, or disassociate (or in cases of appropriation, affiliate) with them on this basis (Croom, 2008, p. 38–45; Croom, 2011, p. 349–353). That is to say, language-users that have developed a facility or attunement to the use-conditions for slur expressions will typically expect that their use will correlate with the speaker being in a heightened derogatory or discriminatory state toward some target member (or wishing to create that impression), and accordingly, that speakers will only use slurs when they are in a heightened derogatory or discriminatory state toward some target member (or wishing to create that impression). Because competent language-users have common knowledge of such use-conditions for slur expressions, the actual use of a slur by some speaker S towards a target H typically serves as a prima facie reliable signal of derogation from S to H on the basis of H's attributes (Croom, 2013, p. 183). So in referring to a person with a slur expression like spic, and thereby ascribing the category spic to that person, one may presumably be taken to accept and allow into the communicative background certain obligations, expectations, and feelings that are commonly considered apt or fitting for typical members of the category spic (Croom, 2008, p. 38–44; Croom, 2011, p. 355–357). Importantly, Brown and Levinson (1978) proposed that a speaker S that conveys through their use of language that they are of higher social standing and hence more powerful than their hearer H is engaging in a form of risky communication Spanish slurs and stereotypes for Mexican-Americans in the USA  153 Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM –due to its potential for initiating conflicts over relative power or social standing between S and H– but that "if he [S] gets away with it ([and] H doesn't retaliate, for whatever reason), S succeeds in actually altering the public definition of his relationship to H: that is, his successful exploitation becomes part of the history of interaction, and thereby alters the agreed values of D [social distance between S and H] or P [relative power between S and H]'' (Brown & Levinson, 1978, p. 228, my emphasis).11 Additionally, in Code of the Street: Decency, Violence, and the Moral Life of the Inner City, Anderson (1999) insightfully suggested that shows of deference from others can make one feel more self-confident and secure (Anderson, 1999, p. 75), and similarly, a meta-analysis of empirical research on stereotypes (n = 43) conducted by Walton and Cohen (2003) suggested that "When a negative stereotype impugns the ability or worth of an outgroup, people may experience stereotype lift –a performance boost that occurs when downward comparisons are made with a denigrated outgroup" (Walton and Cohen, 2003, p. 456). So a desire to experience stereotype lift may serve as at least one reason for why a speaker S might choose to strategically communicate through their use of derogatory language more generally, and slurs such as spic or wetback more specifically, that they are more powerful or of a higher social status than their target H. Furthermore, Croom (2014b) carried out a critical review of recent empirical research on racial slurs and stereotypes and argued that, insofar as through the application of a slur to a target an associated negative stereotype can threaten that target by means of (a) increasing the amount that they are worrying, (b) reducing their working memory, (c) decreasing their motivation to learn, or (d) degrading their ability to encode novel information necessary for skillful action, and insofar as (a)–(d) can negatively influence the welfare of an individual by hindering their physical and social performance, it follows that the application of a slur towards some target can thereby negatively influence their welfare. In fact, this proposal is consistent with recent empirical research on stereotype threat, for as Silverman and Cohen (2014) explain, stereotype threats involve "the concern one has about being judged in light of negative stereotypes," which "threaten a person's sense of self-integrity, which in turn prompts defensive avoidance of stereotype-relevant situations, impeding growth, achievement, and well-being" (Silverman & Cohen, 2014, p. 1; cf. Cheryan & Bodenhausen, 2000; Blascovich et al., 2001; Shapiro & Neuberg, 2007; Fogliati & Bussey,  11 It is important to note that Brown and Levinson (1987) maintain that, "situational factors enter into the values for P, D, and R, so that the values assessed hold only for S and H in a particular context, and for a particular FTA" (Brown and Levinson, 1987, p. 79; cf. Sifianou, 2012, p. 1557). 154  Adam M. Croom Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM 2013). Indeed, results from the recent psychological literature suggest that stereotype threats result from the fact that the physiological and cognitive components involved in how one responds to stressfully threatening events interfere with components crucial for one performing well in stereotype-relevant situations, thereby disrupting how well one resultantly performs on a variety of stereotype-relevant tasks (cf. Schmader, Johns & Forbes 2008). For instance, an Operation-Span Task (memory) study on participants (n = 75) conducted by Schmader and Johns (2003) found that stereotype threat interferes with test performance because it hinders working memory capacity, an HRV (heart rate variability) study on participants (n = 164) conducted by Croizet et al. (2004) found that the situational salience of a reputation of lower ability undermined intellectual performance by triggering a disruptive mental load (Croizet et al., 2004, p. 721), and an EEG (electroencephalography) study on participants (n = 71) conducted by Mangels et al. (2012) found that emotional responses to negative feedback under stereotype threat predicted both interference with learning attempts and disengagement from learning (Croizet et al., 2004, p. 230). There is therefore good reason to believe that the derogatory use of slurs like spic or wetback can actually harm the individuals that they attack as well as constrain the range of action-possibilities that they can exercise in society. So a speaker S that derogates a Mexican American target H on the basis of their presumed possession of negative properties stereotypically attributed to Mexican Americans through S's ascription of the slur spic to H, might thereby effectively work to support and contribute to a history of derogatory acts and negative stereotypes that actually harm the social identity and practical action-possibilities of Mexican Americans. Further, an S that derogates an H on the basis of their presumed possession of negative properties stereotypically attributed to Mexican Americans through S's ascription of the slur spic to H, might thereby effectively work to support and contribute to increase the difference in asymmetrical power relations among S and H more specifically as well as the groups to which they belong more generally. Now that we have considered how the derogatory use of slurs like spic and wetback can actually harm the individuals that they attack and constrain the range of action-possibilities that they can exercise in society, the next section will further clarify the role that stereotypes and stereotypical attributes contribute to S's predication of certain content in the application of a slur towards a target H in context. Spanish slurs and stereotypes for Mexican-Americans in the USA  155 Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM 4 Slurs, typical targets, and stereotypical attributes Prior work on slurs has occasionally appealed to stereotypes and stereotypical attributes to explain certain facts pertaining to their natural language use (cf. Jeshion, 2013; Croom, 2014b) and here I will briefly offer 4 reasons for why stereotypes are important to consider for understanding slurs. For one, slur-use towards targets readily raises to conscious awareness the stereotypes relevant to that target qua their membership in the relevant group. Second, slur-use towards targets are often extraordinarily harmful to their self-conception in ways that pertain to them qua their group membership, and one may aim to explain this by appealing to stereotypes of the target qua their membership in the relevant group. Third, the use of slur expressions are more strongly offensive than the use of other more purely expressive or generally pejorative expressions (such as jerk and asshole) and one could plausibly explain this by pointing out that since slur expressions presumably appeal to stereotypes of the target qua their membership in the relevant group, whereas other more purely expressive or generally pejorative expressions do not, the former class of expressions are usually capable of offending targets on a much more specific or personal level than the latter class of expressions.12 And fourth, slur expressions are more strongly prohibited than other more purely expressive and generally pejorative expressions, and one could plausibly explain this by pointing out that since slur expressions are presumably capable of offending targets on a much more specific or personal level than other more purely expressive or generally pejorative expressions (on the basis of the third point just considered), it may therefore seem reasonable to impose relatively stronger prohibitions on slur expressions than other more purely expressive or generally pejorative expressions (cf. Anderson & Lepore 2013).13 It has accordingly been proposed in the literature that the derogatory content of slur expressions may be accounted for by drawing upon stereotypical features of the group members that those slurs are typically used to target (cf. Croom, 2011, p. 353–357; Miscevic, 2011; Jeshion, 2013, p. 314; Croom, 2014b). What is more, as I have just pointed out in the previous section, an appeal to stereotypes further enables one to draw upon facts concerning stereotype threat and stereotype lift to explain some of the real psychological effects of slur-use for both slur-users and targets.  12 For further discussion of the target aptness and lexical aptness of slurs cf. p. 235 in Croom (2014). 13 For further discussion of slurs and prohibition cf. Anderson and Lepore (2013). 156  Adam M. Croom Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM Now, concerning stereotypes applied to Mexican Americans more specifically, Vera and Feagin (2007) report that there are both positive and negative stereotypes for spics, including that they are "oversexed," "stick to their families," "are lazy," "dumb," and "have rhythm," "are a musical people," "talk funny," "eat spicy foods," "deal drugs," "are criminal," and "cannot control their emotions" (Vera & Feagin, 2007, p. 467). The Huffington Post (2012a) also published a "Slideshow on Latino TV Stereotypes" that reviewed popular stereotypes from shows that included That 70's Show, Rob!, Modern Family, Chico and the Man, Glee, The Goonies, Suddenly Susan, Work It, Will and Grace, Desperate Housewives, Scrubs, and I Love Lucy, and the following positive and negative stereotypes that typically applied to Mexican Americans were highlighted in discussion: (i) Rob Schneider's character in Rob! is married to a Mexican-American woman that is stereotyped as having a "very big, very Mexican family" (slide 1 of 19), (ii) Santana from Glee is stereotyped as "a loud, aggressive Latina from a rough neighborhood" that is nonetheless "also strong and independent" (slide 2 of 19), (iii) Wilmer Valderrama's character from That 70's Show is stereotyped as a "Foreign Exchange Student" with an "odd accent and style" that "sings in Spanish" (slide 3 of 19), (iv) Sofia Vergara's character from Modern Family is stereotyped as a "loud, sassy Colombian housewife with the hot bod, expensive clothes, narco ex-husband, and confusing English" (slide 4 of 19), (v) Freddie Prinze's character from Chico and the Man is stereotyped as an "energetic and optimistic young Chicano" (slide 5 of 19), (vi) Carla Espinoza's character from Scrubs is stereotyped as "the sexy Latina" that is "enraged, mind-blowing and so-so-out-of-control" (slide 6 of 19), (vii) Ricky Ricardo's character from I Love Lucy is stereotyped as "the Latin lover, passionate about music and his wife. He also played the negative side with his fiery personality. He is portrayed as a hot-tempered Latino man. Plus, the angrier Ricky Ricardo got, the more broken and incomprehensible his English became" (slide 7 of 19), (viii) Shelly Morrison's character from Will and Grace is stereotyped as "an undocumented immigrant, originally from El Salvador" that "spoke English with a very thick accent" and "was briefly married to Jack McFarland, Karen's gay friend, so that she could obtain her green card and avoid deportation" (slide 8 of 19), (ix) Amaury Nolasco's character from Work It is stereotyped as "a hotheaded ladies' man with no filter" (slide 9 of 19), (x) Rosalita the maid from The Goonies is stereotyped as someone that "doesn't speak a word of English" and that is "gullible – believing all the crazy statements coming out of a young boy's mouth" (slide 10 of 19), (xi) Gabrielle Solis's character from Desperate Housewives is stereotyped as a "sexy, conniving Latina vixen" with "tenacity and perseverance" that had originally "come from a low-income family in Mexico" but now "uses her sex appeal to get what she wants, which in this case, was the rich husband and the Spanish slurs and stereotypes for Mexican-Americans in the USA  157 Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM so-called perfect life" (slide 12 of 19), (xii) George Lopez's character from George Lopez is stereotyped as having a Cuban family that is "loud and emotional" (slide 14 of 19), and (xiii) Nestor Carbonell's character from Suddenly Susan is stereotyped as being a good dancer since "all Latinos can dance" (slide 17 of 19). In considering the racial slur nigger in an earlier analysis of slur expressions, Croom (2013) previously proposed that "by choosing to use the slur nigger instead of a neutrally descriptive term such as African American, the speaker prima facie intends to express (i) their endorsement of a (typically but not necessarily negative) attitude (ii) towards the descriptive properties possessed by the target of their utterance" and that "the properties that the speaker endorses the expression of a negative attitude towards are properties that have been associated with members of a particular racial group" (Croom, 2013, p. 353; cf. Croom 2011, p. 195). Likewise, I propose here that in a similar way for slurs that target Mexican Americans, a speaker S's choice to use the slur spic towards their target H instead of the neutrally descriptive term Mexican American can be understood as S expressing their prima facie endorsement of a (primarily but not necessarily negative) attitude towards the descriptive attributes that have typically become associated with Mexican Americans and that are now being ascribed to the target H through S's use of the slur spic towards them in context. Now that we have considered the role that stereotypes and stereotypical attributes contribute to S's predication of certain content in the application of a slur towards a target H in context, as well as how the psychological effects of stereotype threat and stereotype lift can be initiated through the application of a relevant slur towards its target, the next section will proceed to show how empirical findings concerning slurs and stereotypes for Mexican Americans can be integrated with a family-resemblance conception of category membership to account for basic facts concerning the derogatory use of slurs for Mexican Americans. 5 Family resemblance concepts, category membership, and the pragmatics of slur ascription In the literature on concepts or categories, there is a distinction between classical accounts and family resemblance accounts (Rosch & Mervis, 1975). According to classical accounts, "categories are defined by formal rules and allow us 158  Adam M. Croom Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM to make inferences within idealized law governed systems" (Pinker & Price, 1996, p. 332, my emphasis). So the classical account of categories maintains that category membership is determined by the possession of some common, essential, and criterial attribute. However, a substantive challenge for maintaining a classical account for all categories across the board is that scholars remain unable to articulate necessary and sufficient conditions for most that are actually found from natural language (Fodor et al., 1980; Pinker & Price, 1996; Rosch & Mervis, 1975). Alternatively, and in stark contrast with the classical account, the family resemblance account of categories maintains that category membership consists of a relationship in which case "each item has at least one, and probably several, elements in common with one or more other items, but no, or few, elements are common to all items" (Rosch & Mervis, 1975, p. 575; Wittgenstein, 1953). Pinker and Prince (1999) usefully distinguish family resemblance from classical categories by pointing out several salient ways in which they differ. First, they point out that family resemblance categories differ from classical categories in that the former lack necessary and sufficient conditions for category membership whereas the latter do not. Second, they point out that family resemblance categories differ from classical categories in that the former have graded degrees of category membership whereas the latter do not. Third, Pinker and Prince (1999) point out that family resemblance categories differ from classical categories in that the former can be summarized by an ideal category member or prototype whereas the latter cannot. Fourth, they point out that family resemblance categories differ from classical categories in that the former have category members that tend to have characteristic non-defining attributes whereas the latter do not. Importantly, the family resemblance account avoids the challenge faced by the classical account in that the former does not maintain as the latter does that concepts or categories are strictly definable in terms of necessary and sufficient conditions. Rather, the family resemblance account maintains that most concepts of natural language are characterizable in terms of their family resemblance relationship. Indeed, Pinker and Prince (1996) explain that family resemblance concepts are characterizable in terms of "correlations among features in sets of similar memorized exemplars, and allow us to make inferences about the observable products of history" (Pinker & Prince, 1996, p. 353, my emphasis) and Rosch and Mervis (1975) similarly explain that family resemblance "prototypes appear to be just those members of the category that most reflect the redundancy structure of the category as a whole. That is, categories form to maximize the information rich clusters of attributes in the environment" (Rosch & Mervis, 1975, p. 602, my emphasis; cf. Rosch et al., 1976). The family resemblance account of concepts or categories is therefore more realistic Spanish slurs and stereotypes for Mexican-Americans in the USA  159 Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM than the classical account insofar as it provides an account of concepts that is actually in accord with the real rather than ideal nature of the human psychological processing of natural language. So according to this family-resemblance conception, what makes x a member of the category BIRD is not some criterial attribute that each and every x must have in order to be categorized as a bird. For a paradigmatic or prototypical bird may typically or for the most part have bright feathers and sing, but could still be felicitously and informatively categorized as a bird even if it did not have bright feathers or sing, provided that the category BIRD is that which is still most strategically apt among other options (for example, ELEPHANT, CHEESEBURGER, and so on) available to that speaker for their current conversational purpose. Accordingly, on the basis of this family resemblance conception Croom (2011) previously proposed that the slur expression nigger (identified as N below) may be fruitfully understood as a family resemblance rather than classical category consisting in a structured constellation of stereotypical attributes (identified as A1–A10 below) such as the following: N (Nigger) A1 x is African American.14 A2 x is prone to laziness.15 A3 x is subservient.16 A4 x is commonly the recipient of poor treatment.17 A5 x is athletic and musical.18 A6 x is sexually liberal or licentious.19 A7 x is simple-minded.20 A8 x is emotionally shallow.21 A9 x is a survivor, tough, or prone to violence.22 A10 x is loud and excessively noisy.23 Importantly, note that I am not suggesting here that attributes A1–A10 should be understood as fixed in the precise rank-order provided in the example above, or that all of A1–A10 are always involved in a context-independent manner. In-  14 Cf. p. 41 from Fredrickson (1971) and p. 12 from Asim (2007). 15 Cf. p. 27 from Asim (2007). 16 Cf. p. 41 from Fredrickson (1971) and p. 12 from Asim (2007). 17 Cf. p. 41 from Fredrickson (1971) and p. 12 from Asim (2007). 18 Cf. p. 128 from Alim, Lee, and Carris (2010). 19 Cf. p. 27 from Asim (2007). 20 Cf. p. 27 from Asim (2007). 21 Cf. p. 27 from Asim (2007). 22 Cf. p. 50 from Anderson (1999) and Rahman (2012). 23 Cf. p. 50 from Anderson (1999). 160  Adam M. Croom Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM deed that suggestion would fall in accord with the classical approach and contrary to the very family resemblance approach I advocate here. And as I briefly discussed earlier, the classical approach is an old-fashioned one that has been undermined by a growing body of recent empirical literature on the nature of memory, family resemblance concepts, and sensorimotor cognition (Barsalou, 1999; Barsalou et al., 2003; Borghi, 2004; Barsalou, Breazeal & Smith, 2007; Barsalou, 2008; Barsalou, 2009; Borghi & Riggio, 2009; Borghi et al., 2013; Dove, 2010; Dove, 2014). The alternative then that I propose here is that attributes A1–A10 should be considered as rank-ordered based on the relative degree in which their attribution to x is taken as a salient indicator of category membership, and importantly, that this rank-order is re-organizable in a context-dependent manner. Further, in practice more attributes (for example, A1– A15) or less attributes (for example, A1–A2) could be involved in a given communicative context. The reason that I provide a list of 10 attributes here is merely to be both optimally informative (for listing A1 alone would fall short of this) and economical (for listing A1–A20 would go beyond this) in our discussion. My suggestion here is that A1 (African American) would be ranked relatively higher than A6 (sexually liberal or licentious) and accordingly A1 would be considered a more salient indicator than A6 that the x possessing it is a member of N (nigger). Note also that although speakers may typically ascribe the slur expression nigger to targets attributed the highest-ranking (A1) as well as the greatest quantity (A1–A10) of attributes in N, my family resemblance account argues (contrary to classical accounts) that speakers may still informatively or effectively ascribe that slur to x even if that x fails to possess the highest-ranking (A1) or even the most (A1–A10) attributes in N insofar as that is the most relevant and apt lexical choice for their purpose in a particular communicative context. Importantly, however, in order for the choice of a speaker to refer to x as a nigger to be considered a strategically apt choice for that speaker, it must be assumed (at least for the purpose of that particular conversation) that x possesses a practically sufficient set of attributes such that N is the most appropriate or serviceable category for the speaker to subsume x for their purpose in a particular communicative context. So for example, in the case that a speaker intends to communicate that some x that they dislike and consider inferior possesses some subset of A1–A10 from N, that speaker may make the strategic choice to use N in communication as that which most efficiently and economically predicates the intended attributes of x as well as most forcefully expresses a negative attitude towards x, at least to the extent that N is better for this than other categories that are of epistemic access to that language-user. Spanish slurs and stereotypes for Mexican-Americans in the USA  161 Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM So in contrast with other classical accounts of slurs that incorrectly assume that the possession of some criterial attribute is essential for x to be considered a member of N (see, for instance, Camp, 2013, p. 338, 342 fn. 16), the alternative account of slurs proposed by Croom (2011, 2013) and expanded upon here maintains (in accord with the family resemblance account) that, for example, although different individuals that are referred to by the slur expression nigger are very likely to share different subsets of attributes (for example, A1–A10) with other individuals also referred to by this slur (due to common knowledge of how this expression is typically used) it must not be the case (for the sake of the felicitous application of that slur) that each and every slurred x must share some criterial attribute with every other slurred x (cf. Sweetland, 2002, p. 514; Croom, 2011, p. 356; Croom, 2013, p. 199). Rather, what is of importance on this alternative family resemblance account is that the use of a slur by a speaker may be considered a strategically apt enough or optimally relevant lexical choice for their purposes in a particular communicative context.24 I therefore extend the account of slurs proposed by Croom (2011, 2013) by suggesting that the slur expression spic (identified as C below) can be understood as a family resemblance rather than classical category that consists in a structured constellation of stereotypical attributes (identified as An below) such as the following: C (Spic) A1 x is Mexican American.25 A2 x is a foreign worker or exchange student with a thick non-native accent.26 A3 x is poor, from a low-income family, or engages in subservient work.27 A4 x is commonly the recipient of poor treatment.28 A5 x is very passionate, sexually suave, and family oriented.29 A6 x is independent, hardworking, and tenacious.30 A7 x is loud and out of control.31  24 For further discussion of relevance in communication and cognition cf. Wilson and Sperber (2004) and Sperber and Wilson (1986). 25 For the definition of spic cf. The American Heritage Dictionary of the English Language (2009). 26 Cf. slides 3, 4, 7, 8, and 10 from The Huffington Post (2012a) and p. 467 from Vera and Feagin (2007). 27 Cf. slides 8, 10, and 12 from The Huffington Post (2012a). 28 Cf. Thompson (2013a). 29 Cf. slides 1, 4, 6, 7, 9, and 14 from The Huffington Post (2012a) and p. 467 from Vera and Feagin (2007). 30 Cf. slides 2, 5, and 12 from The Huffington Post (2012a). 31 Cf. slides 2, 4, 6, 7, 9, and 14 from The Huffington Post (2012a) and p. 467 from Vera and Feagin (2007). 162  Adam M. Croom Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM A8 x is manipulative or involved in illegal activities.32 A9 x is good at singing and dancing.33 A10 x is gullible, unintelligent, or naive.34 Attributes A1–A10 are taken from the common stereotypes of Mexican Americans that were reviewed in section 4 of this article and could be rank-ordered based on the relative degree in which their possession by x is taken as a salient indicator of category membership. As discussed in the previous example, the number and relative rankings of these attributes are such that they are sensitive to the conversational context rather than context-invariant carvings on a static cognitive stone. (In other words, lexical knowledge does not consist in the final corrected proof of an accepted publication in the journal of the mind.) So in this case A1 (Mexican American) would be ranked relatively higher than A6 (independent, hardworking, and tenacious) and accordingly A1 would be considered a more salient indicator than A6 that the x possessing it is a member of C (spic). Note also that although speakers may typically ascribe the slur expression spic to targets possessing the highest-ranking attribute A1 as well as the greatest quantity of attributes A1–A10 in C, my family resemblance account suggests (contrary to classical accounts) that speakers may still informatively or effectively ascribe that slur to an x that fails to possess the highest-ranking attribute A1 or even the greatest quantity of attributes A1–A10 in C given the appropriate context and communicative purpose. However, here I reemphasize that in order for the choice of a speaker to refer to x as a spic to be considered a strategically apt choice for that speaker, it must be assumed (at least for the purpose of that particular conversation) that x possesses a practically sufficient set of A1–A10 from C such that C is the most appropriate or serviceable category under which to subsume x for the purposes of the current conversation. So in the case that a speaker intends to communicate that some x that they dislike and consider inferior possesses some subset of A1–A10 from C, that speaker may make the strategic choice to use C in communication as that which most efficiently and economically predicates the intended attributes of x and most forcefully expresses a negative  32 Cf. slides 8, 9, and 12 from The Huffington Post (2012a) and p. 467 from Vera and Feagin (2007). Note also that slide 9 from The Huffington Post (2012a) discusses how the Puerto Rican actor Amaury Nolasco "will now live in infamy for his character's "toss-away joke equating Puerto Ricans with drug dealers," leading to a heated social media campaign and demonstrations seeking formal apology by ABC." 33 Cf. slides 3, 7, and 17 from The Huffington Post (2012a) and p. 467 from Vera and Feagin (2007). 34 Cf. slide 10 from The Huffington Post (2012a) and p. 467 from Vera and Feagin (2007). Spanish slurs and stereotypes for Mexican-Americans in the USA  163 Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM attitude towards x, at least to the extent that C is better for this than other categories that are of epistemic access to that language-user. Now that we have observed how empirical findings concerning slurs and stereotypes for Mexican Americans can be integrated with a family-resemblance conception of category membership to account for basic facts concerning the derogatory use of slurs for Mexican Americans, the next section will show how the present account of slurs can further clarify the process of their appropriation and non-derogatory use. 6 Appropriation and the non-derogatory use of Spanish slurs Certainly a popular view in the literature on slurs holds that "It's NEVER OK to call ANYONE a 'spic'!" (Gonzalez, 2012). However, it is also important to consider the less popular view expressed by other first-person reports from in-group speakers that slurs are often flexibly employed such that they may also, at least in some restricted contexts, be used non-derogatorily to convey affiliation among in-group members. Moreover, recent empirical studies from the social sciences have also shown that slurs are often flexibly employed such that they may also, at least in some restricted contexts, be used non-derogatorily to diminish the derogatory force that the slur had originally carried (cf. Johnson, 2009; Croom, 2011, p. 355; Rahman, 2012; Croom, 2013, p. 200; Galinsky, et al. 2013; Bartlett, et al. 2014; Bianchi, 2014, p. 36; Croom, 2014a, p. 236–239).35 For instance, comedian Carlos Mencia explained on NPR that he often uses slurs for Mexican Americans non-derogatorily just as Chris Rock often uses slurs for African Americans non-derogatorily (Johnson, 2009).36 Raul Ruiz, Professor of Chi-  35 In "As Times are Changing so are Appropriate Ethnic Terms," Duey (2014) also argues that "Over the past 100 years the terms used to describe various ethnicities have changed multiple times. As new generations are born there are changes in how our society describes its minorities [...] In the 1960's, Hispanic and Latino Americans popularized the term "Chicano" during their push for civil rights." The linguist Robin Lakoff has explained that this process is "a generational thing" such that "Younger people don't feel or experience the same barriers between people that older people have been brought up to assume. And that, of course, would be reflected in language" (quoted in Johnson, 2009). 36 Carolos Mencia said: "I use the word beaner on my show a lot. I started to say Hispanic, and people were saying things, like, 'I'm not Hispanic. Hispanic is a word created by the Nixon administration.' Chicano? 'Well, I'm from El Salvador and Chicano means Mexican, but a Mexican that was born here.' How about I use Latino? 'I don't speak Latin. I speak Spanish, and I 164  Adam M. Croom Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM cano Studies at Cal State Northridge, similarly explained that the slur "word mojado isn't totally a pejorative in the way Mexicans use it in referring to themselves [...] It really isn't mean-spirited at all" (quoted in Gerber, 2013, my emphasis), and the activist Arnoldo Torres reported that his "grandfather, for all practical purposes, was a mojado. They call each other mojados [...] It's about understanding the complexity. Of seven, eight, nine generations of Latinos that have lived in the United States" (quoted in Gerber, 2013, my emphasis). In an article for the Los Angeles Times entitled "Slur has a Complex Translation in Latino Community," Gerber (2013) further explains that: When Boyle Heights shop owner Arturo Macias hears fellow Latinos use the Spanish word for "wetback," he doesn't necessarily take offense. Macias, who crossed illegally into the U.S. through Tijuana two decades ago, has heard the term mojado for much of his life and sees it less as an insult than a description of a common immigrant experience. "As a country of immigrants," he says in Spanish, "in one way or another, we're all mojados." Macias is very offended, however, when he hears a white person use it. (my emphasis) In "Slurs Often Adopted by Those They Insult," Aldridge (2001) further discusses how "Racial slurs such as "spic," "dago" and "mick" still are considered offensive by many people of Hispanic, Italian and Irish descent" but that "the words also are acceptable slang to many within those ethnic groups" and that the "Use of derogatory words by the defamed group is not unusual" (p. 1). Concerning the slur pocho more specifically, Espinoza (1999) explains that: For some it is an insult; for others, it is a way of acknowledging the difficulties of being raised in two competing cultures. In the past 10 years, the word "pocho" has been reclaimed by a younger generation of artists like La Cucaracha cartoonist Lalo Alcarez, who publishes the satirical Pocho Magazine, and the theater group Latins Anonymous. There are also bands, like the East L.A. quartet Los Pochos, which play traditional Mexican corridos; the hardcore punk/ska outfit Voodoo Glow Skulls takes "pochochismo" to another level. In yet another article for the Latin Post entitled "John Leguizamo & Kanye West Use Re-appropriation to Change Perceptions," Thompson (2013b) reports on how Kanye West recently "reclaimed" the Confederate flag by embroidering it on several items from his clothing line and boldly asserting, "I took the Confederate flag and made it my flag. It's my flag. Now what are you going to do?" (my emphasis). Thompson (2013b) points out that such acts of appropriation have also occurred before with the slur nigger by African Americans, the slur guido  don't even speak Spanish that well.' Um, what about beaner? Nobody? Fine." (quoted in Johnson, 2009). Spanish slurs and stereotypes for Mexican-Americans in the USA  165 Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM by Italian Americans, and the slur gringo by Anglo-Americans, explaining that "The act of re-appropriating or re-contextualizing, the process by which a group reclaims a term or artifact that disparages that group and then uses it in a different context, is not something new" and that "The key for the transformation of an undermining, racist term is for it to be handled as a tool of empowerment, voided of any previous connotations, and utilized by the offended party. Though, use outside of the community can still be seen as vicious or hateful" (p. 1). Morales (2002) also discussed how comedian John Leguizamo reclaimed the slur spic in his second one-man show Spic-O-Rama, although admittedly "Many older critics and intellectuals did not understand the revival" (p. 1). Finally, in "The Puerto Rican Community Speaks Out," Vargas et al. (2009) offer a thoughtful discussion concerning their appropriation of the slur spic in their program Spic Up!/Speak Out! that is worth considering in some detail here: the use of the word 'spic' in the title of our spoken word program [...] was conceived as a re-appropriation of the term as a means of empowerment –an approach that already has a history in our own community [...] We hoped that by re-appropriating a word with a painful history for Latinos one could transform the word into a tool of empowerment. This kind of re-appropriation and transformation has been successful in other contexts [...] Chicanos on the West Coast who once resented being called 'pochos' by other Mexicans now use the phrase with pride and humor in the hilarious satiric magazine Pocho, and comedy troupe of the same name [...] Within our own Latino community, the effort to reclaim the term 'spic' also has a long history, both in comedic plays and serious literature. The famed late Boricua poet Pedro Pietri used 'spic' in his acclaimed "Puerto Rican Obituary" – a poem first read in 1969 at a Young Lords rally – to call attention to racism against Puerto Rican immigrants. John Leguizamo's Spic-O-Rama is a comedic play about a Latino family, based on his own childhood. This show has been publicly acclaimed since it launched in 1993. It enjoyed a sold-out run in Chicago before relocating to New York's Westside Theater, where it drew large Latino audiences and won Leguizamo a Drama Desk Award. Poet Urayoán Noel used the word in his 2000 piece, "Spic Tracts," to attack present-day racism. And in 2005, Nuyorican performance artist Chaluisan opened a one-person show, entitled Spic Chic, at the Ibiza nightclub in the Bronx, which later enjoyed a successful run at the Wings Theater in New York City's West Village. Also, acclaimed Mexican-American intellectual Ilan Stavans' recent book, Mr. Spic Goes To Washington, employs humor to make salient points about Latino political engagement and one fictional character's rise from the barrio to the halls of power [...] Today when we use that word, we invoke a new meaning; a new pride. In addition to these kinds of first-person reports provided by in-group speakers, recent empirical studies from the social sciences have also demonstrated that slurs are often flexibly employed such that they may, at least in some restricted contexts, be used non-derogatorily to convey affiliation among in-group members, or to weaken the derogatory force that the slur had originally carried. For 166  Adam M. Croom Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM example, Bartlett et al. (2014) analyzed the language use of social media users from a dataset of collected tweets involving slur expressions (n = 126,975) and investigated the volume as well as the ways that these slurs were used on Twitter. Bartlett et al. (2014) found that the slur spic was ranked (in order of prevalence) as the 6th most common slur used on Twitter (Bartlett et al., 2014, p. 6) and "that there are approximately 10,000 uses per day of racist and ethnic slur terms in English (about 1 in every 15,000 tweets)". Bartlett et al. (2014) also found that ''Slurs are used in a very wide variety of ways –both offensive and non-offensive,'' that ''There were very few cases that presented an imminent threat of violence, or where individuals directly or indirectly incited offline violent action,'' and that ''Slurs are most commonly used [on Twitter] in a nonoffensive, non-abusive manner: to express in-group solidarity or non-derogatory description'' (Bartlett et al., 2014, p. 6–7). Furthermore, in "The Reappropriation of Stigmatizing Labels,'' Galinsky et al. (2013) conducted ten empirical studies on (re-)appropriation to test its potential effects on speakers and listeners empirically and found that self-identifying with slur expressions (rather than being ascribed slur expressions by others) can actually weaken their stigmatizing force (Galinsky et al., 2013, p. 2020; cf. Galinsky et al., 2003). More specifically, Galinsky et al. (2013) found the following results from their experiments 1 through 10 (E1)–(E10) that may be useful to point out here: (E1) found that "participants in the high-power condition [...] were more likely to label themselves with the derogatory term [such as spic or slut] than were participants in the low-power condition" (p. 2022), (E2) found that "participants in the group-power condition were more willing to label themselves with a derogatory group label [...] compared with participants in the individual-power condition" (p. 2022–2023), (E3) found that "Participants in the self-label condition recalled feeling more powerful [...] than did those in the other-label condition" (p. 2023), (E4) found that "Self-labeling led observers to view the labeled person as more powerful" (p. 2024), (E5) found that "a stigmatized minority, was seen as more powerful in the self-labeling condition [...] than in the other-label condition" (p. 2024), (E6) found that "self-labeling increased perceptions of the stigmatized group's power" (p. 2024), (E7) found that "self-labeled participants viewed their own power as equivalent to the outgroup member's power," or in other words, that "Self-labeling equalized the perceived power difference between the stigmatized self-labelers and the outgroup individuals in the minds of the self-labelers" (p. 2025–2026), (E8) found that "Self-labeling increased perceptions of the stigmatized group's power over the label, which attenuated the negativity of the label" (p. 2027), (E9) found that "Self-labeling improved the evaluation of a derogatory label relative to otherlabeling" (p. 2027), and (E10) found that "Both men and women saw the stigmaSpanish slurs and stereotypes for Mexican-Americans in the USA  167 Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM tizing label bitch as less negative and supported female empowerment more after witnessing a woman label herself with this term than after witnessing another person label her with it (or after no labeling)" (p. 2027). In Interaction Ritual: Essays on Face-to-Face Behaviour, Goffman (1967) had also previously proposed that conversational participants that are on "familiar terms with one another and need stand on little ceremony" are thereby freed to exchange mock insults in a non-threatening way "as a means of poking fun at social circles where the ritual [insult] is seriously employed" (Goffman, 1967, p. 86).37 So if two Mexican American interlocutors, for instance, both feel that they share a common history or culture and both understand that neither of them have any intention of offending the other (for example, presumably they are on good terms with each other and have earned mutual trust and respect through repeated friendly interactions), one of the interlocutors may strategically choose to produce an utterance involving the relevant slur in order to foster intimacy and in-group solidarity, under the presumption that the bond between the interlocutors in this particular case is strong enough to neutralize or overturn what derogatory force the slur had originally communicated (cf. Croom, 2013, p. 191, 194; Pfister, 2010, p. 1278). So at least in in-group contexts like these, a Spanish slur such as spic or wetback may be used as a norm reversed variant of the original derogatory use since it occurs here between similar interlocutors in a non-confrontational context instead of between dissimilar interlocutors in a confrontational context (cf. Croom, 2013) or as a form of mock impoliteness since it is presumably understood here as intentionally non-offensive (cf. Culpeper, 1996). Such non-derogatory uses are presumably made possible by the fact that in-group racial members typically share in many of the same discriminatory problems and face many of the same discriminatory prejudices and stereotypes, which might serve as a means for like speakers to foster a sense of solidarity, namely, by being in on this in-group use of the slur. In creating a sense of solidarity through in-group uses of slurs, the use of which is typically restricted to only in-group members, speakers are thereby afforded an additional linguistic technique for signaling to each other that they are not alone and that others like them share in their pains, perspectives, and history of prejudices. According to Brown and Levinson (1978) this is how "we get conventionalized (ritualized) insults as a mechanism for stressing solidarity" (Brown & Levinson, 1978, p. 229; Sally, 2003, p. 1237) and as a matter of fact, 54% of respondents in an Associated Press-MTV study involving 1,355 participants "think it's OK to use  37 For further discussion on face and facework based on sociopragmatic studies of Spanish cf. Flores, 2012; see also Arundale, 2012; Haugh, 2012; Lopez, 2014. 168  Adam M. Croom Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM them [slurs] within their own circle of friends, because [as one respondent reports] "I know we don't mean it"" (Cass & Agiesta, 2011; Greene, 2011). So in at least these kinds of close relationships between in-group speakers, such colloquial conversational participants may often (but not always) assume that they will encounter minimal danger from face threats during their conversational interaction (again, such an assumption is often earned through trust, respect, and repeated interaction between friends or in-group members, and perhaps the trusted testimony of others also). Importantly, it is by virtue of this mutual understanding that the employment of mock insults or slurs are rendered a safe way for building rapport or facilitating social intimacy between interlocutors. It should also be noted that if one interlocutor is too polite to another, the former may actually insult the latter by implying that the social distance or relative power between them is greater than the latter believes or wishes for it to be (Brown & Levinson, 1978; Croom, 2011, p. 350). If someone you would like to consider a "close friend" is overly insistent on addressing you formally with honorifics and the like, then they may be strategically doing this in an attempt to signal their perception of the larger social distance that divides you two. Thus by working in the opposite direction and instead speaking loosely or in accord with counter-culture norms, an in-group speaker's use of the relevant slur may be understood to operate "as a positively polite stressing of in-group knowledge and commonality of attitudes" (Brown & Levinson, 1978, p. 28). With this in mind let us again turn to consider how the slur expression spic (identified as C below) can be understood as a family resemblance rather than classical category that consists in a structured constellation of stereotypical attributes (identified as An below) such as the following: C (Spic) A1 x is Mexican American.38 A2 x is a foreign worker or exchange student with a thick non-native accent.39 A3 x is from a low-income family and engages in subservient work.40 A4 x is commonly the recipient of poor treatment.41 A5 x is very passionate, sexually suave, and family oriented.42  38 For the definition of spic cf. The American Heritage Dictionary of the English Language (2009). 39 Cf. slides 3, 4, 7, 8, and 10 from The Huffington Post (2012a) and p. 467 from Vera and Feagin (2007). 40 Cf. slides 8, 10, and 12 from The Huffington Post (2012a). 41 Cf. Thompson (2013a). 42 Cf. slides 1, 4, 6, 7, 9, and 14 from The Huffington Post (2012a) and p. 467 from Vera and Feagin (2007). Spanish slurs and stereotypes for Mexican-Americans in the USA  169 Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM A6 x is independent, hardworking, and tenacious.43 A7 x is loud and out of control.44 A8 x is manipulative or involved in illegal activities.45 A9 x is good at singing and dancing.46 A10 x is gullible or naive.47 What is being proposed here is that if, for instance, an in-group Mexican American speaker S is intending to communicate that they are sufficiently similar to some hearer H insofar as S and H are both attributed A1, A4, and possibly others (such as A5 and A6, or A9), and if S and H know each other well-enough or have established enough common ground to understand that S does not dislike on consider themselves superior to H and does not intend to communicate that H possesses most of the other (typically negative) attributes belonging to C, then S as an in-group speaker might strategically choose to employ C as the category that most efficiently and economically predicates the intended (shared) attributes of H, such as A1 (Mexican American), A4 (commonly the recipient of poor treatment), and possibly others – such as A5 (passionate, sexually suave, and family oriented), A6 (independent, hardworking, and tenacious), or A9 (good at singing and dancing) – at least to the extent that C is better for this than other categories that are of epistemic access to that language-user. Finally, it is important to point out that although speakers can often use slurs in various and somewhat flexible ways, there are indeed practical strategies and constraints involved in guiding both the use and interpretation of slurs. Croom (2013) for one has suggested that several salient markers that aid in the interpretation of slurs as being used non-derogatorily rather than derogatorily include sameness of target features (for example, members of the same racial in-group using the relevant racial slur between each other, such as Mexican Americans using the racial slur spic or wetback between each other, and so on) as well as sameness of communicative medium and style (for example, members both communicate in the same language and speech style, such as Spanish, and so on). However, further discussion of other strategies and constraints involved in guiding both the use and interpretation of slurs must be reserved for another occasion.  43 Cf. slides 2, 5, and 12 from The Huffington Post (2012a). 44 Cf. slides 2, 4, 6, 7, 9, and 14 from The Huffington Post (2012a) and p. 467 from Vera and Feagin (2007). 45 Cf. slides 8, 9, and 12 from The Huffington Post (2012a) and p. 467 from Vera and Feagin (2007). 46 Cf. slides 3, 7, and 17 from The Huffington Post (2012a) and p. 467 from Vera and Feagin (2007). 47 Cf. slide 10 from The Huffington Post (2012a) and p. 467 from Vera and Feagin (2007). 170  Adam M. Croom Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM 7 Conclusion Although prior scholarship on slurs has uncovered several important facts concerning their meaning and use –including that slurs are potentially offensive, are felicitously applied towards some targets yet not others, and are often flexibly used not only derogatorily to convey offense towards out-group members but also non-derogatorily to convey affiliation with in-group members– no account of slurs that typically target Mexican-Americans had previously been proposed. Accordingly, my aim in this article was to offer the first systematic and empirically, socio-culturally informed analysis of these that accounts for both their derogatory and appropriative use. Importantly, this article reviewed over a dozen Spanish stereotypes and slurs and further explained how the descriptive attributes involved in a stereotype associated with a slur can contribute to the predication of certain content in the application of that slur toward its target in context. This article further explained how the psychological effects of stereotype threat and stereotype lift could be initiated through the application of a relevant slur towards its target in context as well. Acknowledgments: I would like to thank the editors and reviewers of Sociocultural Pragmatics for their feedback and support. I also owe much thanks to encouragement from Susan Schneider, Paul Elbourne, Linnaea Stockall, and Leonel Martinez. References Aldridge, K. (2001). Slurs often adopted by those they insult. The Cincinnati Enquirer, 5 August. http://enquirer.com/editions/2001/08/05/loc_2slurs_often_adopted.html Alim, H., Lee, J., & Carris, L. (2010). "Short fried-rice-eating Chinese MCs" and ''good hairhavin uncle Tom niggas'': Performing race and ethnicity in freestyle rap battles. Journal of Linguistic Anthropology, 20, 116–133. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ j.1548-1395.2010.01052.x Amaya, J. (2009). After fatal beating, racial tension, and police corruption, Shenandoah inches toward justice. The Huffington Post, 16 December. http://www.huffingtonpost. com/john-amaya/after-fatal-beating-racia_b_394373.html American Heritage Dictionary of the English Language, The. (2009). Spic, n. (Definition). The American Heritage Dictionary of the English Language (4th ed.). New York: Houghton Mifflin Company. Anderson, E. (1999). Code of the Street: Decency, Violence, and the Moral Life of the Inner City. W.W. Norton & Co., New York. Anderson, L., & Lepore, E. (2013). Slurring words. Nous, 47, 25–48. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ j.1468-0068.2010.00820.x Spanish slurs and stereotypes for Mexican-Americans in the USA  171 Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM Arellano, G. (2012). Love the beans, hate the beaner. The Village Voice, 6 June. http://www. villagevoice.com/2012-06-06/news/white-supremacists-SB-1070-immigration/full/ Arellano, G. (2010). The anti-Mexican slur edition. Seattle Weekly, 11 May. http://www.seattleweekly.com/2010-05-12/diversions/the-anti-mexican-slur-edition/ Ashby, C. (2013). Hispanic defendant imprisoned for yelling 'explosive' racial slur at informant, cops. Norwalk Reflector, 3 November. http://www.norwalkreflector.com/article/ 3713901 Asim, J. (2007). The N Word. New York: Houghton Mifflin Company. Associated Press. (2013). GOP congressman uses anti-Latino racial slur. Associated Press, 29 March. http://www.msnbc.com/rachel-maddow-show/gop-congressman-uses-antilatino-racial Avila, J. (2013). There is outrage – but tea party Hispanics silent over racial slur. ABC News, 29 March. http://abcnews.go.com/blogs/politics/2013/03/there-is-outrage-but-teaparty-hispanics-silent-over-racial-slur/ Barsalou, L. W. (2009). Simulation, situated conceptualization, and prediction. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of London B, 364, 1281–1289. http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2008.0319 Barsalou, L. W. (2008). Grounded cognition. Annual Review of Psychology, 59, 617–645. http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.59.103006.093639 Barsalou, L. W., Breazeal, C., & Smith, L. B. (2007). Cognition as coordinated non-cognition. Cognitive Processing, 8, 79–91. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10339-007-0163-1 Barsalou, L. W., Simmons, W. K., Barbey, A. K., & Wilson, C. D. (2003). Grounding conceptual knowledge in modality-specific systems. Trends in Cognitive Sciences, 7, 84–91. Barsalou, L. W. (1999). Perceptual symbol systems. Behavioral and Brain Sciences, 22, 577–660. Bartlett, J., Reffin, J., Rumball, N., & Williamson, S. (2014). Anti-social media. Demos, 1–51. http://www.demos.co.uk/publications/antisocialmedia Beaton, M. E., & Washington, H. B. (2014). Slurs and the indexical field: The pejoration and reclaiming of favelado 'slum-dweller'. Language Sciences, Special Issue: Slurs. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.langsci.2014.06.021 Bianchi, C. (2014). Slurs and appropriation: An echoic account. Journal of Pragmatics, 66, 35–44. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pragma.2014.02.009 Blakemore, D. (2014). Slurs and expletives: A case against a general account of expressive meaning. Language Sciences, Special Issue: Slurs. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/ j.langsci.2014.06.018 Blascovich, J., Spencer, S. J., Quinn, D., & Steele, C. (2001). African Americans and high blood pressure: The role of stereotype threat. Psychological Science, 12, 225–229. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1467-9280.00340 Borghi, A. M., Scorolli, C., Caligiore, D., Baldassarre, G., & Tummolini, L. (2013). The embodied mind extended: Using words as social tools. Frontiers in Psychology, 4, 214. http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2013.00214 Borghi, A. M., & Riggio, L. (2009). Sentence comprehension and simulation of object temporary, canonical and stable affordances. Brain Research, 1253, 117–28. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.brainres.2008.11.064 Borghi, A. M. (2004). Object concepts and action: Extracting affordances from objects parts. Acta Psychologica, 115, 69–96. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.actpsy.2003.11.004 Brown, P., & Levinson, S. (1978). Universals in language usage: Politeness phenomena. In E. Goody (Ed.), Questions and Politeness: Strategies in Social Interaction (pp. 56–310). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 172  Adam M. Croom Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM Camp, E. (2013). Slurring perspectives. Analytic Philosophy, 54, 330-349. http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1111/phib.12022 Capone, A. (2013). The pragmatics of indirect reports and slurring. In A. Capone, F. Lo Piparo & M. Carapezza (eds.), Perspectives on Linguistic Pragmatics (pp. 153–183). Switzerland: Springer. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-01014-4_6 Casas, J. M., Ponterotto, J. G., & Sweeney, M. (1987). Stereotyping the stereotyper: A Mexican American perspective. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 18, 45–57. Cashman, H. R. (2012). Homophobic slurs and public apologies: The discursive struggle over fag/maricon in public discourse. Multilingua, 31, 55–81. http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/ mult.2012.003 Cass, C., & Agiesta, J. (2011). Young people see online slurs as just joking, poll shows. The Huffington Post, 20 September. http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2011/09/20/youngpeople-see-online-s_n_971803.html CBS. (2001). Coach quits after slur controversy. CBS News, 27 December. http://www.cbsnews.com/news/coach-quits-after-slur-controversy/ Cheryan, S., & Bodenhausen, G. V. (2000). When positive stereotypes threaten intellectual performance: The psychological hazards of "model minority" status. Psychological Science, 11, 399–402. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1467-9280.00277 CNN. (2014). Hispanics in the U.S. Fast facts. CNN, 26 March. http://www.cnn.com/2013/09/ 20/us/hispanics-in-the-u-s-/ Croizet, J. C., Despres, G., Gauzins, M. E., Huguet, P., Leyens, J. P., & Meot, A. (2004). Stereotype threat undermines intellectual performance by triggering a disruptive mental load. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 30, 721–731. http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/ 0146167204263961 Croom, A. M. (2014a). The semantics of slurs: A refutation of pure expressivism. Language Sciences, 41, 227–242. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.langsci.2013.07.003 Croom, A. M. (2014b). Slurs, stereotypes, and in-equality: A critical review of "how epithets and stereotypes are racially unequal".Language Sciences, Special Issue: Slurs. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.langsci.2014.03.001 Croom, A. M. (2013). How to do things with slurs: Studies in the way of derogatory words. Language and Communication, 33, 177–204. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/ j.langcom.2013.03.008 Croom, A. M. (2011). Slurs. Language Sciences, 33, 343–358. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/ j.langsci.2010.11.005 Croom, A. M. (2008). Racial epithets: What we say and mean by them. Dialogue, 51, 34–45. http://semanticsarchive.net/Archive/ThiMjU0N/Racial%20epithets%20What%20we% 20say%20and%20mean%20by%20them%20-%20Croom%202008.pdf Cubias, D. (2013). The latest GOP attempt at Hispanic outreach. The Huffington Post. http:// www.huffingtonpost.com/daniel-cubias/the-latest-gop-attempt-at_b_2984943.html Culpeper, J. (1996). Towards an anatomy of impoliteness. Journal of Pragmatics, 25, 349–367. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0378-2166(95)00014-3 Cupkovic, G. (2014). Diachronic variations of slurs and levels of derogation: On some regional, ethnic and racial slurs in Croatian. Language Sciences, Special Issue: Slurs. DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.langsci.2014.09.002 Davis, R. (2001). Latinos along the Platte: The Hispanic experience in central Nebraska. Great Plains Research, 12, 27–50. Spanish slurs and stereotypes for Mexican-Americans in the USA  173 Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM Dicker, F. U. (2012). Senate hopeful: I was sexually harassed when working for assembly. New York Post, 10 September. http://nypost.com/2012/09/10/senate-hopeful-i-wassexually-harassed-when-working-for-assembly/ Dove, G. (2014). Thinking in words: Language as an embodied medium of thought. Topics in Cognitive Science, 1–19. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/tops.12102 Dove, G. (2010). On the need for embodied and dis-embodied cognition. Frontiers in Psychology, 1, 242. http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2010.00242 Duey, S. (2014). As times are changing so are appropriate ethnic terms. The BG News, 9 April. http://www.bgnews.com/world/as-times-are-changing-so-are-appropriate-ethnic-terms/ article_9baae1b4-c05a-11e3-ab76-001a4bcf887a.html Dunham, R. (2013). Anti-Hispanic slur unites Boehner, Castro in disgust; democratic campaign committee tries to capitalize. Houston Chronicle, 29 March. http://blog.chron.com/ txpotomac/2013/03/anti-hispanic-slur-unites-boehner-castro-in-disgust-democraticcampaign-committee-tries-to-capitalize/ Embrick, D. G., & Henricks, K. (2013). Discursive colorlines at work: How epithets and stereotypes are racially unequal. Symbolic Interaction, 36, 197–215. http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ symb.51 Espinoza, D. (1999). Bridging cultures: Teatro Campesino's Pochopallooza is a Latin explosion beyond the mainstream. Metro. http://www.metroactive.com/papers/metro/02.24.00/ pochopallooza-0008.html Fain, J. G., & Horn, R. (2011). Valuing home language to support young bilingual children's talk about books. In R. J. Meyer & K. F. Whitmore (eds.), Reclaiming Reading: Teachers, Students, and Researchers Regaining Spaces for Thinking and Action (pp. 209–218). New York: Routledge. Fitten, R. K. (1993). Fighting words: No matter who uses them, racial slurs ultimately serve to denigrate and divide. The Seattle Times, 19 March. http://community.seattletimes. nwsource.com/archive/?date=19930319&slug=1691293 Flores, N. H. (2012). Facework: Characteristics and typology in communicative interaction. Sociocultural Pragmatics, 1, 175–198. http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/soprag-2012-0012 Fodor, J., Garrett, E., Walker, E., & Parkes, C. (1980). Against definitions. Cognition, 8, 263– 367. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0010-0277(80)90008-6 Fogliati, V. J., & Bussey, K. (2013). Stereotype threat reduces motivation to improve: Effects of stereotype threat and feedback on women's intentions to improve mathematical ability. Psychology of Women Quarterly, 37, 310–324. http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/ 0361684313480045 Fredrickson, G. (1971). The Black Image in the White Mind. Wesleyan University Press, Middletown. Fox News Latino. (2013). U.S. Rep. Don Young in hot water for 'wetback' comment. Fox News Latino, 29 March. http://latino.foxnews.com/latino/politics/2013/03/29/rep-don-youngin-hot-water-for-wetback-comment/ Galinsky, A. D., Wang, C. S., Whitson, J. A., Anicich, E. M., Hugenberg, K., & Bodenhausen, G. V. (2013). The reappropriation of stigmatizing labels: The reciprocal relationship between power and self-labeling. Psychological Science, 24, 2020–2029. http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1177/0956797613482943 Galinsky, A. D., Hugenberg, K., Groom, C., & Bodenhausen, G. (2003). The reappropriation of stigmatizing labels: Implications for social identity. In J. Polzer (ed.), Identity Issues in Groups (pp. 221–256). Bingley: Emerald Group Publishing Limited. http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/S1534-0856(02)05009-0 174  Adam M. Croom Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM Garrett, P., & Baquedano-Lopez, P. (2002). Language socialization: Reproduction and continuity, transformation and change. Annual Review of Anthropology 31, 339–361. http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.anthro.31.040402.085352 Gates, S. (2012). UCLA off-campus student apartment defamed with racial slurs. The Huffington Post, 1 March. http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2012/02/29/ucla-graffiti-racialslurs_n_1311463.html Gentilviso, C. (2013). Don Young uses 'wetbacks' to describe Latinos. The Huffington Post, 29 March. Retrieved from http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2013/03/29/don-youngwetbacks_n_2976351.html Gerber, M. (2013). Slur has a complex translation in Latino community. Los Angeles Times, 1 April. http://articles.latimes.com/print/2013/apr/01/local/la-me-ln-wetback-20130401 Goffman, E. (1967). Interaction Ritual: Essays on Face-to-Face Behaviour. Harmondsworth: Penguin Books. Gonzalez, I. (2012). Dear Lisa Lampanelli: It's NEVER OK to call ANYONE a "spic"!. Que Mas, 10 April. http://quemas.mamaslatinas.com/entertainment/101997/dear_lisa_ lampanelli_its_never Gratereaux, A. (2012). Dayana Mendoza fires back at Lisa Lampanelli's ethnic slur. Fox News Latino, 23 January. http://latino.foxnews.com/latino/entertainment/2012/04/10/dayanamendoza-fires-back-at-lisa-lampanelli-racial-slur/ Gunderson, L. (2014). Oregon fines California company $200,000 over alleged racial slurs, violence and retaliation. Oregon Live, 29 April. http://blog.oregonlive.com/business_ impact/print.html?entry=/2014/04/oregon_fines_california_compan.html Hall, D. (2006). Words as weapons: Speech, violence, and gender in late medieval Ireland. Eire-Ireland, 41, 122–141. http://dx.doi.org/10.1353/eir.2006.0005 Harrington, G. (2014). Political consultant arrested for alleged anti-Hispanic slur. United Press International, 3 January. http://www.upi.com/Top_News/US/2014/01/03/Politicalconsultant-arrested-for-alleged-anti-Hispanic-slur/UPI-70361388727900/ Hay, R. J. (2011). Hybrid expressivism and the analogy between pejoratives and moral language. European Journal of Philosophy, 21, 450–474. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.14680378.2011.00455.x Hedger, J. A. (2013). Meaning and racial slurs: Derogatory epithets and the semantics/pragmatics interface. Language and Communication, 33, 205–213. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/ j.langcom.2013.04.004 Heller, C. (2010). Mel Gibson reportedly uses racial slur against Hispanic people in new recording. On the Red Carpet, 13 July. http://www.ontheredcarpet.com/Mel-Gibsonreportedly-uses-racial-slur-against-Hispanic-people-in-new-recording/7783005 Henderson, A. (2003). What's in a slur? American Speech, 78, 52–74. Hom, C. (2012). A puzzle about pejoratives. Philosophical Studies, 159, 383–405. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11098-011-9749-7 Hom, C. (2010). Pejoratives. Philosophy Compass, 5, 164-185. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ j.1747-9991.2009.00274.x Hom, C. (2008). The semantics of racial epithets. Journal of Philosophy, 105, 416–440. Hom, C., & May, R. (2013). Moral and semantic innocence. Analytic Philosophy, 54, 293–313. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/phib.12020 Hoover, E. (2007). Fighting words. The Chronicle of Higher Education. http://chronicle.com/ article/fighting-words/32405/ Spanish slurs and stereotypes for Mexican-Americans in the USA  175 Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM Hornsby, J. (2001). Meaning and uselessness: How to think about derogatory words. Midwest Studies in Philosophy, 25, 128–141. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1475-4975.00042 Huffington Post, The. (2012a). Dayana Mendoza, Celebrity Apprentice star, accuses comedian Lisa Lampanelli of 'degrading an entire Spanish culture'. The Huffington Post, 4 September. http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2012/04/09/dayana-mendoza-lisa-lampanellivideo_n_1412070.html Jackson, J. (2014). Structural differentiation and the poetics of violence shaping Barack Obama's presidency: A study in personhood, literacy, and the improvisation of African– American publics. Language Sciences, Special Issue: Slurs. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/ j.langsci.2014.08.001 Jay, T. (2009). The utility and ubiquity of taboo words. Perspectives on Psychological Science, 4, 153–161. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-6924.2009.01115.x Jeshion, R. (2013). Slurs and stereotypes. Analytic Philosophy, 54, 314–329. http://dx.doi. org/10.1111/phib.1202 Johnson, A. (2009). Educators find that teens use ethnic slurs affectionately. Sun Sentinel, 4 July. http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2009-07-04/news/0907040019_1_white-teensprofanity-linguists Karoub, J. (2007). Coffee chain drops names over concerns it's an ethnic slur. Hispanic Trending, 15 September. http://juantornoe.blogs.com/hispanictrending/2007/09/coffee-chaindr.html Koestler, F. L. (2010). Operation wetback. Handbook of Texas Online, 15 June. http://www.tshaonline.org/handbook/online/articles/pqo01 Liu, M. (2014). Interactional pattern of discursive hegemony. International Journal of English Linguistics, 4, 38–45. http://dx.doi.org/10.5539/ijel.v4n2p38 Mangels, J. A., Good, C., Whiteman, R. C., Maniscalco, B., & Dweck, C. S. (2012). Emotion blocks the path to learning under stereotype threat. Social Cognitive and Affective Neuroscience, 7, 230–241. http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsq100 Matthews, L. (2014). Cracking under pressure? Chris Mapp, Texas senate candidate, defends using 'wetbacks' but hates the backlash. International Business Times, 25 February. http://www.ibtimes.com/cracking-under-pressure-chris-mapp-texas-senate-candidatedefends-using-wetbacks-hates-backlash McCready, E. S. (2010). Varieties of conventional implicature. Semantics and Pragmatics, 3, 8. http://dx.doi.org/10.3765/sp. 3.8 Miscevic, N. (2011). Slurs & thick concepts: Is the new expressivism tenable? Croatian Journal of Philosophy, 11, 159–182. Morales, E. (2002). Living in Spanglish: The Search for Latino Identity in America. New York: St. Martin's Press. Ocasio, K. T. (2013). Hispanics demand police resignation over slur. Connecticut Post, 16 October. http://www.ctpost.com/local/article/Hispanics-demand-police-resignation-overslur-4901457.php Ochs, E., & Schieffelin, B. (1984). Language acquisition and socialization: Three developmental stories and their implications. In R. Shweder & R. LeVine (eds.), Culture Theory: Essays in Mind, Self and Emotion (pp. 276-320). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. Passel, J. S., & Taylor, P. (2009). Who's Hispanic? Pew Research Center Hispanic Trends Project, 28 May. http://www.pewhispanic.org/2009/05/28/whos-hispanic/ Pfister, J. (2010). Is there a need for a maxim of politeness? Journal of Pragmatics, 42, 1266– 1282. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pragma.2009.09.001 176  Adam M. Croom Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM Pinker, S., & Prince, A. (1996). The nature of human concepts/evidence from an unusual source. Communication and Cognition, 29, 307–362. Potts, C., Asudeh, A., Cable, S., Hara, Y., McCready, E., Alonso-Ovalle, L., Bhatt, R., Davis, C., Kratzer, A., Roeper, T., & Walkow, M. (2009). Expressives and identity conditions. Linguistic Inquiry, 40, 356–366. http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/lin/summary/v040/ 40.2.potts.html Radar Online. (2010). Another Mel Gibson slur caught on tape: Calls Latinos "wetbacks". Radar Online, 8 July. http://radaronline.com/exclusives/2010/07/world-exclusive-another-mel-gibson-slur-caught-tape-calls-latinos-wetbacks/ Rahman, J. (2012). The N word: its history and use in the African American community. Journal of English Linguistics, 40, 137–171. http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0075424211414807 Ratliff, B. (2008). The Jazz Ear: Conversations Over Music. New York: Henry Holt and Company. Rodriguez, C. Y. (2014). Which is it, Hispanic or Latino? CNN, 3 May. http://www.cnn.com/ 2014/05/03/living/hispanic-latino-identity/ Rosch, E., & Mervis, C. B. (1975). Family resemblances: Studies in the internal structure of categories. Cognitive Psychology, 7, 573–605. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/ 0010-0285(75)90024-9 Rosch, E., Mervis, C. B., Gray, W. D., Johnson, D. M., & Boyes-Braem, P. (1976). Basic objects in natural categories. Cognitive Psychology, 8, 382–439. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/ 0010-0285(76)90013-X Sally, D. (2003). Risky speech: Behavioral game theory and pragmatics. Journal of Pragmatics, 35, 1223–1245. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0378-2166(02)00170-4 Schmader, T., & Johns, M. (2003). Converging evidence that stereotype threat reduces working memory capacity. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 85, 440–452. http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.85.3.440 Schmader, T., Johns, M., & Forbes, C. (2008). An integrated process model of stereotype threat effects on performance. Psychological Review, 115, 336–356. http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1037/0033-295X.115.2.336 Seiler, C. (2014). Racist message results in charge. Times Union, 2 January. http://www.timesunion.com/local/article/Racist-message-results-in-charge-5109658.php Shapiro, J. R., & Neuberg, S. L. (2007). From stereotype threat to stereotype threats: Implications of a multi-threat framework for causes, moderators, mediators, consequences, and interventions. Personality and Social Psychology Review, 11, 107–130. http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1177/1088868306294790 Sherring, S. (2012). O'brien twitter slur just offensive. Ottawa Sun, 30 January. http://www.ottawasun.com/2012/01/30/obrien-twitter-slur-just-offensive Sifianou, M. (2012). Disagreements, face and politeness. Journal of Pragmatics, 44, 1554– 1564. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pragma.2012.03.009 Silverman, A. M., & Cohen, G. L. (2014). Stereotypes as stumbling-blocks: How coping with stereotype threat affects life outcomes for people with physical disabilities. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 1–11. http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167214542800 Sperber, D., & Wilson, D. (1986). Relevance: Communication and Cognition. Oxford: Blackwell. Sweetland, J. (2002). Unexpected but authentic use of an ethnically-marked dialect. Journal of Sociolinguistics, 6, 514–536. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1467-9481.00199 Thompson, N. A. (2013a). Death in California prompted by racial slur exchange. Latin Post, 12 November. http://www.latinpost.com/articles/3702/20131112/ death-california-racial-slur.htm Spanish slurs and stereotypes for Mexican-Americans in the USA  177 Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM Thompson, N. A. (2013b). John Leguizamo & Kanye West use re-appropriation to change perceptions. Latin Post, 11 November. http://www.latinpost.com/articles/3547/20131111/ kayne-west-john-leguizamo-celebrities-reappropriate-term-object.htm Tirrell, L. (2012). Genocidal language games. In I. Maitra & M. K. McGowan (eds.), Speech and Harm: Controversies over Free Speech (pp. 174–221). Oxford: Oxford University Press. http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199236282.003.0008 Tirrell, L. (1999). Derogatory terms: Racism, sexism, and the inferential role theory of meaning. In K. Oliver & C. Hendricks (eds.), Language and Liberation: Feminism, Philosophy and Language (pp. 41–79). Albany: SUNY Press. Tirrell, L. (1998). Language and power. In A. M. Jaggar & I. M. Young (eds.), A Companion to Feminist Philosophy (pp. 139–151). New York: Wiley-Blackwell. Valdes, D. N. (2000). Barrios Norteiios: St. Paul and Midwestern Mexican communities in the twentieth century. Austin: University of Texas Press. Vallee, R. (2014). Slurring and common knowledge of ordinary language. Journal of Pragmatics, 61, 78–90. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pragma.2013.11.01 Vargas, R. V. S., Pietri-Diaz, C., Diaz, S., Melendez, J., & Salicrup, F. (2009). The Puerto Rican community speaks out: The word "spic" is out!. Puerto Rico and the American Dream, 9 December. http://www.prdream.com/wordpress/2009/12/the-puerto-rican-communityspeaks-out-the-word-spic-is-out/ Verna, H., & Feagin, J. R. (2007). Epilogue: The future of race and ethnic relations. In H. Vera & J. R. Feagin (eds.), Handbook of the Sociology of Racial and Ethnic Relations (pp. 467– 470). Dordrecht: Springer. Walton, G. M., & Cohen, G. L. (2003). Stereotype lift. Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, 39, 456–467. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0022-1031(03)00019-2 Whitaker, M. (2014). GOP candidate defends use of 'wetback' slur. MSNBC, 25 February. http://www.msnbc.com/politicsnation/gop-chris-mapp-defends-racial-slur Whiting, D. (2013). It's not what you said, it's the way you said it: Slurs and conventional implicatures. Analytic Philosophy, 54, 364–377. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/phib.12024 Whiting, D. J. (2008). Conservatives and racists: Inferential role semantics and pejoratives. Philosophia, 36, 375–388. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11406-007-9109-1 Whiting, D. (2007). Inferentialism, representationalism and derogatory words. International Journal of Philosophical Studies, 15, 191–205. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/ 09672550701383483 Williamson, T. (2010). The use of pejoratives. In D. Whiting (ed.), The Later Wittgenstein on Language (pp. 45–62). Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan. Williamson, T. (2009). Reference, inference and the semantics of pejoratives. In J. Almog & P. Leonardi (eds.), The Philosophy of David Kaplan (pp. 137–159). New York: Oxford University Press. Williamson, T. (2003). Understanding and inference. Aristotelian Society Supplementary Volume, 77, 249–293. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1467-8349.00111 Wilson, D., & Sperber, D. (2004). Relevance theory. L. Horn & G. Ward (eds.), Handbook of Pragmatics (pp. 607–632). Oxford: Blackwell. Wittgenstein, L. (1953). Philosophical Investigations. Oxford: Blackwell. 178  Adam M. Croom Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM Bionotes Adam Croom is the Guest Editor for Language Sciences editing a special issue on slurs and the Guest Editor for Frontiers in Psychology editing a research topic on music and the embodied mind. He has published peer-reviewed articles in scholarly journals across 6 academic fields, including linguistics, martial arts, music, philosophy, poetry, and psychology, and has peerreviewed for major scholarly journals and academic presses, including Academic Press/Elsevier, Diametros, Erkenntnis, Frontiers in Psychology, Intercultural Pragmatics, International Journal of Wellbeing, Journal of Music and Meaning, Journal of the American Philosophical Association, Language Sciences, Musicae Scientiae, Pragmatics and Society, Psychology of Music, and South African Journal of Philosophy. Some of his most recently published work has appeared in scholarly journals such as Archives of Budo Science of Martial Arts and Extreme Sports, Dialogue, Frontiers in Psychology, Integrative Psychological and Behavioral Science, Interdisciplinary Studies in Pragmatics, Culture, and Society, Journal of Poetry Therapy, Language and Communication, Language Sciences, Musicae Scientiae, and South African Journal of Philosophy. Adam's a native of Redondo Beach, California, and a veteran of the United States Air Force (2000–2004). For more info visit his website: http://adamcroom.me/ Adam Croom es editor invitado de Language Sciences y editor invitado de Frontiers in Psychology. Ha publicado artículos científicos en revistas especializadas a través de 6 campos académicos, incluyendo la lingüística, artes marciales, música, la filosofía, la poesía y la psicología. Algunos de sus trabajos más recientemente publicado ha aparecido en revistas académicas comoArchives of Budo Science of Martial Arts and Extreme Sports,Dialogue, Frontiers in Psychology, Integrative Psychological and Behavioral Science, Journal of Poetry Therapy, Language and Communication, Language Sciences,Musicae Scientiae, South African Journal of Philosophy y Interdisciplinary Studies in Pragmatics, Culture, and Society. Adam es un nativo de Redondo Beach, California, y un veterano de la United States Air Force (2000–2004). Para obtener más información: http://adamcroom.me/ Spanish slurs and stereotypes for Mexican-Americans in the USA  179 Unauthenticated Download Date | 11/26/14 12:43 AM